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i agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 
§1.133 Interviews 



on .e w.„eo ,e.. In .e 0.,1 .o a„en«on rpl^fo^^ra^^r "pS 7^^^^^^ 

patentability. M^ns.Diniy lo see mat such a record is made and to correct matena! rnaccuracies which bear directly on the question of 

only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction ^qSnts f^whSi^^n^^^^^^^^^ form using a ball point pen. Discussions regarding 

Examining Procedure, pointing out typographica eTOre o ume^ Tn»^^^M^n^?l T"^^'' '°' ^^^.d ol the Manual of Patent 

the agreement are excluded from the imerSew mcS^^^^^^^ °' °' ^^^"'""9 ^"'"""^''^ amendment that fully sets forth 

wCV^Jnar^rvShe'Sn^^^^^^^^ fsTr^oTd'a^dSto ^ °' T ''''' °" "^^ - '^'^ 

case o, a telephonic Interview, the copy-^s mailed"?^ '"'e-vlew. In the 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 
-Application Number of the application 
-Name of applicant 
-Name of examiner 
-Date of interview 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

-Name of participant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 

-An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

-An Identification of the claims discussed 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview 
- Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present. 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant ol his responsibility to record the substance of the intetview. 
exa:inefaSeMh%' thl'e'^^^^^^^^^ w1.r"hiramte?'aS^^^ ^ ''''' '^'^ ""'-^ """^ ^P^"-"' 

s^^dtR^rr^^^"—^^ 
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The present case is considered analogous to that in In re Chilowsky. 134 USPQ 515 
wherein the court held the disclosure to,be insufficient. In the present case (despite applicants 
arguments to the contraiy), the exanunerjias shown that various necessary parameters have not 
been provided and, the examiner has provided evidence that the artisan does not know the 
requisite parameters of an operative • ; : fusion system, nor how to make an operative . fusion 
system. 

Note in the respect, the Court's statement on page 5 1 9 of In re Chilow.sky : 



Chilowsky could mt, start to describe his invention with the assumption that those 
skilled m the art knew, in detail how to build his nuclear reactor. Since it was a 
major part of what he purported to have invented, it was incumbent on him, under 
section 1 12, to tell how to build it, under principles of patent law too elementary 
to require discussion". 
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